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» The MAILING DA TE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address 
Period for Reply 



A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

Status 

1 )IEI Responsive to communication(s) filed on 03 November 2004 . 
2a)S This action is FINAL. 2b)D This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quay/e, 1935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) £3 Claim(s) 1^5 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) Q Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) ^ Claim(s) 1_ is/are rejected. 

Claim(s) 2z5 is/are objected to. 

8) Q Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 

Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
1 1 )□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-1 52. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12)D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)D All b)D Some * c)D None of: 

1 .D Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2\Z\ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3.0 Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 
application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments filed November 3, 2004 have been fully considered but 
they are not persuasive. The Examiner has thoroughly reviewed Applicant's arguments 
but firmly believes that the cited reference reasonably and properly meet the claimed 
limitation as rejected. 

Applicant's argument - input signals are not sampled using a common post- 
processing clock which is at least twice as fast as the fastest operating clock by Lew. 

Examiner's response - Lew discloses a method and structure for synchronizing 
multiple digital signals, which are generated by sources 54 and 55 in Fig. 3. The digital 
signals sampled by a clock signal (62 and 64 in Fig. 3) at a rate that's six to eight times 
higher than the actual bit rate of the incoming digital information (Page 9, L 10-20). The 
clock signal (62 and 64 in Fig. 3) constitutes claim limitation: "a common post 
processing clock" since applicant failed to explicitly define that a common clock is the 
same and only clock signal. Although clock signal 62 and 64 are generate by two 
separate oscillators, they have the same property and generate the same frequency- 
sampling rate output. Therefore, clock signal 62 and 64 constitutes a common clock 
signal. Applicant is reminded that the Examiner is entitled to give the broadest 
reasonable interpretation to the language of claims. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(a) the invention was known or used by others in this country, or patented or described in a printed 
publication in this or a foreign country, before the invention thereof by the applicant for a patent. 

3. Claim 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(a) as being anticipated by Lew et al. 
(WO 92/17951) (ISDS). 

Regarding claim 1 , Lew et al. disclose a method for synchronizing a plurality of 
digital input signals, which are formed by sampling with a dedicated operating clock in 
each case (54 and 55 in Fig. 3), comprising: 

forming digital auxiliary signals by sampling the digital input signals with a 
common post-processing clock, which is at least twice as fast as the fastest operating 
clock (Pg 9, L10-15), and 

forming synchronized digital output signals (59 and 60 in Fig. 3) which 
correspond to the digital input signals by interpolating each digital auxiliary signal (110 
and 112 in Fig. 3; Pg 9, L6-9). 

Allowable Subject Matter 

4. Claims 2-5 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but 
would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the 
base claim and any intervening claims. 
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Conclusion 

5. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Eva Yi Zheng whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
3049. The examiner can normally be reached on 7:30-4:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Stephen Chin can be reached on (571 ) 272-3056. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-879-9306. 

Any response to this action should be mailed to: 

Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 
Washington, D.C. 20231 

or faxed to: 

(703) 872-9314 (for Technology Center 2600 only) 
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Hand-delivered responses should be brought to Crystal Park II, 2121 Crystal 
Drive, Arlington, VA, Sixth Floor (Receptionist). 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the Technology Center 2600 Customer Service Office 
whose telephone number is (703) 306-0377. 



Eva Yi Zheng 
Examiner 
Art Unit 2634 



March 7, 2005 




PRIMARY EXAMINER 



